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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: RCE and Amendment filed 05/03/2005. 

2. Claims 1-15 are pending in the case. Claims 1, 3, and 5-15 are independent claims. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

3. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1. 17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1. 17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1. 1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 05/03/2005 has been entered. 

Specification 

4. The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

Claim Rejections -35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the mariner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

6. Claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 

Claims 1-13 generally recite (with varying language), selecting a display control program 
based on a condition. However, this not taught by the specification. There are not multiple 
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display control program's disclosed that could be selected. The conditions are described 
generally from the last paragraph of page 16 to page 18. They generally describe optimizing a 
web page based on conditions, but never selecting a display control program based on those 
conditions. The "display control program" is also never adequately disclosed, and also only 
discussed in generalities. As the display control program has a specific function, how would one 
know which one to select according to these conditions? As such one of ordinary skill in the art 
would have to resort to undue experimentation in order to determine what multiple display 
control programs were available and how to select them. 

Claims 1, 2, 14, and 15 do recite, "the web page is optimized according to" various 
conditions. This is more accurately describes the disclosure on pages 16-18. However, the 
actual optimization is never disclosed. There is no teaching of how to optimize the page 
accordingly, merely vague statements about adjusting data size and a "minimum image data." 
These are not given any further treatment. As such, one of ordinary skill in the art would have to 
resort to undue experimentation to determine the conditions and optimizations necessary to carry 
out the invention. 

7. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

8. Claims 3-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

As described above, the claims recite selecting a display program, but do not provide any 
details as to what it is selected front Given the disclosure, and the language of claims 1,14, and 
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15, this will be interpreted as the more general "optimization" for examining purposes only. 
This is further determined from the Applicant's response of 5/3/05, page 9, lines 5-6. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cansler 
et al. (US006725257B1, filed 11/30/1999), and further in view of Uemura et al. 
(US006243392B1, fded 5/30/1997). 

Regarding independent claim(s) 1, Cansler discloses generating a web page that has a display 
pontrol program and data needed (col. 4, 11. 5-13). Cansler discloses selecting the program 
according to a request (col. 4, 11. 33-36). Cansler teaches the computations are performed by the 
receiving terminal (col. 4, line 17). Cansler teaches transmitting the through a network (col. 5, 11. 
7-25). 

Cansler does not disclose optimization. Uemura discloses optimizing a web page 
according to capability of the receiving terminal (col. 2, 11. 9-13). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to optimize Cansler with the teachings 
of Uemura in order to statisfy users (Uemura, col 1, 11. 59-61) and prevent them from leaving the 
site (Uemura, col. 1 1, 11. 30-37). 

Regarding dependent claim(s) 2, Cansler teaches the web page making a quotation calculation 
on the receiving terminal (col. 4, line 17). 
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Regarding independent claim(s) 3, Cansler discloses generating a web page that has a display 
control program and data needed (col 4, 11. 5-13). Cansler teaches the computations are 
performed by the receiving terminal (col. 4, line 17). Cansler teaches transmitting the through a 
network (col. 5, 11. 7-25). 

Cansler does not disclose optimization. Uemura discloses optimizing a web page 
according to capability of the receiving terminal (col. 2, 11. 9-13). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to optimize Cansler with the teachings 
of Uemura in order to statisfy users (Uemura, col. 1, 11. 59-61) and prevent them from leaving the 
site (Uemura, col. 1 1, 11. 30-37). 

Regarding independent claim(s) 4, Cansler does not disclose optimization. Uemura discloses 
optimizing a web page according to capability of the receiving terminal (col. 2, 11. 9-13), where 
the user informs the server of the capability (col. 4, 11. 51-53). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to optimize Cansler with the teachings of 
Uemura in order to statisfy users (Uemura, col. 1, 11. 59-61) and prevent them from leaving the 
site (Uemura, col. 1 1, 11. 30-37). 

Regarding independent claim(s) 5, Cansler discloses generating a web page that has a display 
control program and data needed (col. 4, 11. 5-13). Cansler teaches the computations are 
performed by the receiving terminal (col. 4, line 17). Cansler teaches transmitting the through a 
network (col. 5, 11. 7-25). 

Cansler does not disclose optimization. Uemura discloses optimizing a web page 
according to capability of the receiving terminal (col. 2, 11. 9-13), including display format (col. 
3, 11. 35-50). . It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
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invention to optimize Cansler with the teachings of Uemura in order to statisfy users (Uemura, 
col. 1, 11. 59-61) and prevent them from leaving the site (Uemura, col. 1 1, 11. 30-37). 
Regarding independent claim(s) 6, Cansler discloses generating a web page that has a display 
control program and data needed (col. 4, 11. 5-13). Cansler teaches the computations are 
performed by the receiving terminal (col. 4, line 17). Cansler teaches transmitting the through a 
network (col. 5,11. 7-25). 

Cansler does not disclose optimization. Uemura discloses optimizing a web page 
according amount of network traffic (col. 2, 11. 9-13). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to optimize Cansler with the teachings of 
Uemura in order to statisfy users (Uemura, col. 1, 11. 59-61) and prevent them from leaving the 
site (Uemura, col. 1 1, 11. 30-37). 

Regarding independent claim(s) 7, Cansler discloses generating a web page that has a display 
control program and data needed (col. 4, 11. 5-13). Cansler teaches the computations are 
performed by the receiving terminal (col. 4, line 17). Cansler teaches transmitting the through a 
network (col. 5, 11. 7-25). 

Cansler does not disclose optimization. Uemura discloses optimizing a web page 
according to capability of the network (col. 2, 11. 9-13 and col. 4, 11. 43-45). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to optimize Cansler with 
the teachings of Uemura in order to statisfy users (Uemura, col. 1, 11. 59-61) and prevent them 
from leaving the site (Uemura, col. 1 1, 11. 30-37). 

Regarding independent claim (s) 8, Cansler discloses generating a web page that has a display 
control program and data needed (col. 4, 11. 5-13). Cansler teaches the computations are 
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performed by the receiving terminal (col. 4, line 17). Cansler teaches transmitting the through a 
network (col 5, 11 7-25). 

Cansler does not disclose optimization. Uemura discloses optimizing a web page according to 
load on the server (col. 2, 11. 9-13 and col. 5, 11. 21-23). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to optimize Cansler with the teachings of 
Uemura in order to statisfy users (Uemura, col. 1, 11. 59-61) and prevent them from leaving the 
site (Uemura, col. 11, 11. 30-37). 

Regarding independent claim(s) 9, Cansler discloses generating a web page that has a display 
control program and data needed (col. 4, 11. 5-13). Cansler discloses selecting the program 
according to a request (col. 4, 11. 33-36). Cansler teaches the computations are performed by the 
receiving terminal (col. 4, line 17). Cansler teaches transmitting the through a network (col. 5, 11. 
7-25). 

Cansler does not disclose optimization. Uemura discloses optimizing a web page 
according to capability of the receiving terminal (col. 2, 11. 9-13). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to optimize Cansler with the teachings 
of Uemura in order to statisfy users (Uemura, col. 1, 11. 59-61) and prevent them from leaving the 
site (Uemura, col. 11, 11. 30-37). 

Regarding independent claim(s) 10, Cansler discloses generating a web page that has a display 
control program and data needed (col. 4, 11. 5-13). Cansler discloses selecting the program 
according to a request (col. 4, 11. 33-36). Cansler teaches the computations are performed by the 
receiving terminal (col. 4, line 17). Cansler teaches transmitting the through a network (col. 5, 11. 
7-25). 
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Cansler does not disclose optimization. Uemura discloses optimizing a web page 
according to capability of the receiving terminal (col 2, 11. 9-13), including display format (col. 
3, 11. 35-50). . It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to optimize Cansler with the teachings of Uemura in order to statisfy users (Uemura, 
col. 1, 11. 59-61) and prevent them from leaving the site (Uemura, col. 1 1, 11. 30-37). 
Regarding independent claim(s) 11, Cansler discloses generating a web page that has a display 
control program and data needed (col. 4, 11. 5-13). Cansler discloses selecting the program 
according to a request (col. 4, 11. 33-36). Cansler teaches the computations are performed by the 
receiving terminal (col. 4, line 17). Cansler teaches transmitting the through a network (col. 5, 11. 
7-25). 

Cansler does not disclose optimization. Uemura discloses optimizing a web page 
according amount of network traffic (col. 2, 11. 9-13). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to optimize Cansler with the teachings of 
Uemura in order to statisfy users (Uemura, col. 1, 11. 59-61) and prevent them from leaving the 
site (Uemura, col. 11, 11. 30-37). 

Regarding independent claim (s) 12, Cansler discloses generating a web page that has a display 
control program and data needed (col. 4, 11. 5-13). Cansler discloses selecting the program 
according to a request (col. 4, 11. 33-36). Cansler teaches the computations are performed by the 
receiving terminal (col. 4, line 17). Cansler teaches transmitting the through a network (col. 5, 11. 
7-25). 

Cansler does not disclose optimization. Uemura discloses optimizing a web page 
according to capability of the network (col. 2, 11. 9-13 and col. 4, 11. 43-45). It would have been 
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obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to optimize Cansler with 
the teachings of Uemura in order to statisfy users (Uemura, col. 1, 11. 59-61) and prevent them 
from leaving the site (Uemura, col. 1 1, 11. 30-37). 

Regarding independent claim(s) 13, Cansler discloses generating a web page that has a display 
control program and data needed (col. 4, 11. 5-13). Cansler discloses selecting the program 
according to a request (col. 4, 11. 33-36). Cansler teaches the computations are performed by the 
receiving terminal (col. 4, line 17). Cansler teaches transmitting the through a network (col. 5, 11. 
7-25). 

Cansler does not disclose optimization. Uemura discloses optimizing a web page 
according to load on the server (col. 2, 11. 9-13 and col. 5, 11. 21-23). It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to optimize Cansler with the 
teachings of Uemura in order to statisfy users (Uemura, col. 1, 11. 59-61) and prevent them from 
leaving the site (Uemura, col. 1 1, 11. 30-37). 

Regarding independent claim(s) 14-15, Cansler discloses generating a web page that has a 
display control program and data needed (col. 4, 11. 5-13). Cansler discloses selecting the 
program according to a pre-determined condition (col. 4, 11. 13-16). Cansler teaches the 
computations are performed by the receiving terminal (col. 4, line 17). Cansler teaches 
transmitting the through a network (col. 5, 11. 7-25). 

Cansler does not disclose optimization. Uemura discloses optimizing a web page 
according to capability of the network (col. 2, 11. 9-13 and col. 4, 11. 43-45). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to optimize Cansler with 
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the teachings of Uemura in order to statisfy users (Uemura, col. 1, 11. 59-61) and prevent them 
from leaving the site (Uemura, col. 1 1, 11. 30-37). 



11. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-15 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

13. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Adam M Queler whose telephone number is (571) 272-4140. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather R Herndon can be reached on (571) 272-4136. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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